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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed April 1 1 , 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

2. As per arguments from page 19-29, Applicant's main argument is that the cited 
reference does not teach or disclose claimed invention (i.e., all limitations). 

Examiner respectfully disagrees all of the allegations as argued. Examiner, in his 
previous office action, gave detail explanation of claimed limitation and pointed out 
exact locations in the cited prior art. 

Examiner is entitled to give claim limitations their broadest reasonable 
interpretation in light of the specification. 

Interpretation of Claims-Broadest Reasonable Interpretation 
During patent examination, the pending claims must be 'given the broadest 
reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification.' Applicant always has the 
opportunity to amend the claims during prosecussion and broad interpretation by the 
examiner reduces the possibility that the claim, once issued, will be interpreted more 
broadly than is justified. In re Prater, 162 USPQ 541,550-51 (CCPA 1969). 

In response to Applicants' argument that the cited location has nothing to do with 
applicant's invention. Examiner likes to point out that in the "Sobering Corp, v. Geneva 
Pharmaceuticals Inc., 64 USPQ2d 1032 (DC NJ 2002) Decided August 8, 2002." 

In the above case it is concluded that the prior art disclosure need not be 
express in order to anticipate . Even if a prior art inventor does not recognize a 



Application/Control Number: 10/003,952 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2162 

function of his or her process, the process can anticipate if that function was inherent. 
To establish inherency, the extrinsic evidence must make clear that the missing 
descriptive matter is necessarily present in the thing described in the reference, and 
that it would be so recognized bv persons of ordinary skill. Inherency is not 
necessarilv coterminous with the knowledge of those of ordinary skill in the art . 
Artisans of ordinary skill may not recognize the inherent characteristics or functioning of 
the prior art. However, the discovery of a previously unappreciated property of a prior 
art composition, or of a scientific explanation for the prior art's functioning, does not 
render the old composition patentably new to the discoverer. Insufficient prior 
understanding of the inherent properties of a known composition does not defeat a 
finding of anticipation. 

In response to applicant's argument, specifically on page 29, paragraphs 1 and 2, 
that there is no suggestion to combine the references, the examiner recognizes that 
obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the teachings of the 
prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or 
motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071 , 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. 
Cir. 1992). In this case, the motivation to combine is suggested by Melahn *042 which 
discloses source code, such as the system of Baldwin '449, when placed into source 
control provide for parallel development involving multiple developers (Melahn '042: 
col. 1 , line. 64 to col. 2. line. 4). 
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For the above reasons, Examiner believed that rejection of the last office action 
was proper. 



Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A pei^on shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use 
or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 5 - 8, 1 0 - 14. 25 - 28, 30 - 34, 45 - 48, 50 - 54, 61 , 63 - 70. 72 - 79 
and 81 - 87 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
Number 5.452.449 Issued to Baldwin et al. ("Baldwin"). 

With respect to claims 5. 25 and 45. Baldwin teaches performing an impact 
analysis (see Abstract; col. 4. lines. 9-10) of program statements in a source code file 
that is one of a plurality of source code files (col. 3, lines. 55-60). wherein each program 
statement has at least one of an input parameter and output parameter (col. 4, lines. 42- 
44). comprising: 

receiving selection of at least one program statement in one source code file (col. 

4. lines. 10-29 - note "global module selection"); and 

for each selected program statement, determining program statements 
throughout the source code files having as one input parameter one program artifact 
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that is affected by the selected program statement (col. 4, line. 54 to col. 5, line. 55 - 
note the "process analysis" and "impact analysis" Items). 

As to claims 6, 26 and 46, wherein the source code files including the program 
artifacts affected by the selected program statement comprise components of an 
application program (col. 3, lines. 49-52). 

As to claims 7, 27 and 47, wherein determining the program statements having 
as one input parameter one program artifact affected by the selected program 
statement further comprises: determining program statements in the source code files 
having as one input parameter the program artifact that is one output parameter to the 
selected program statement (col. 5, lines. 3-8). 

As to claims 8, 28 and 48, Baldwin discloses all the limitations of Claim 7 supra. 
Additionally, Baldwin '449 discloses: wherein determining the program statements 
having as one input parameter one program artifact affected by the selected program 
statement further comprises: 

- for each previously determined program statement having as one input 

parameter one program artifact affected by the selected program statement 

(Baldwin '449: col. 5, lines. 4-25), performing the steps of: 

(i) detennining the output parameter program artifact of the statement 
(Baldwin '449: col. 5, lines. 2-8); and 

(ii) detennining program statements in the source code files having as one 
input parameter the program artifact that is the output parameter of the 
previously detemriined statement (Baldwin '449: col. 5, lines. 12-25). 
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As to claims 10, 30 and 50, outputting information on determined program 
statements and program artifacts affected by eacli selected program statement (col. 3, 
line. 63 to col. 4, line. 5). 

As to claims 11,31 and 51 , wherein the program artifact comprises a variable, 
Input/Output buffer or file (col. 14, line. 45 to col. 15, line. 13 - note COBOL procedures 
pass variables, buffers, and files). 

As to claims 12, 32 and 52, wherein one program statement has one input 
parameter that is affected by the selected program statement If the output parameter 
program artifact of the selected program statement is the input parameter program 
artifact to the program statement (Baldwin '449: col. 5, lines. 3-8). 

As to claims 13, 33 and 53, wherein one statement further has one input 
parameter that is affected by the selected program statement If the output parameter 
program artifact of the selected program statement is the input parameter program 
artifact to the program statement or if the output parameter program artifact of one 
statement other than the selected program statement has as one input parameter one 
program artifact affected by the selected program statement (col. 5, lines. 4-23). 

As to claims 14, 34 and 54, wherein if the selected program statement comprises 
a call to a program routine comprised of a plurality of statements in one of the source 
code files, then one statement has one input parameter that is affected by the selected 
program statement (Baldwin '449: col. 5, lines. 3-8) if: 
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the output parameter program artifact of the selected source code statement is 
the input parameter program artifact to the statement (Baldwin '449: col. 14, lines. 48- 
54 - note indicating if a module changes a parameter value indicates whether the 
parameter is an input or an output parameter); or 

the input parameter of the selected source code statement is the input parameter 
program artifact to the statement (Baldwin '449: col. 14, lines. 48-54 - note indicating if 
a module changes a parameter value indicates whether the parameter is an input or an 
output parameter). 

With respect to claims 61 , 70 and 79, generating information on each program 
artifact referenced as an output parameter in the at least one program statement 
(Baldwin '449: col. 4, lines. 40-48; col. 14, lines. 48-54 - note a reference that changes 
a parameter value is an output parameter). 

With respect to claims 63, 72 and 81 , associating each program artifact with a 
program statement referencing the program artifact (Baldwin '449: col. 4, line. 54 to col. 
5, line. 55 - note the "process analysis" and "impact analysis" items) as one input or 
output parameter and information indicating whether the program statement references 
the program artifact as input or output (Baldwin '449: col. 14, lines. 48-54 - note 
indicating if a module changes a parameter value indicates whether the parameter is an 
input or an output parameter). 

With respect to claims 64, 73 and 82, the program artifact comprises a variable, 
Input/Output buffer or file (Baldwin '449: col. 14, line. 45 to col. 15, line. 13 - note 
COBOL procedures pass variables, buffers, and files). 
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As to claims 65, 74 and 83, deterniined program statements in the source code 
file having as one input parameter one program artifacts that is affected by the selected 
program statement (col. 3, line. 63 to col. 4, line. 5). 

With respect to claims 66, 75 and 84, the program artifact comprises a variable, 
Input/Output buffer or file (Baldwin '449: col. 14. line. 45 to col. 15, line. 13 - note 
COBOL procedures pass variables, buffers, and files). 

With respect to claims 67, 76 and 85, wherein one program statement has one 
input parameter that is affected by the selected program statement if the output 
parameter program artifact of the selected program statement is the input parameter 
program artifact to the program statement (Baldwin '449: col. 5, lines. 3-8). 

With respect to claims 68, 77 and 87, wherein one statement further has one 
input parameter that is affected by the selected program statement if the output 
parameter program artifact of the selected program statement is the input parameter 
program artifact to the program statement or if the output parameter program artifact of 
one statement other than the selected program statement has as one input parameter 
one program artifact affected by the selected program statement (column 5, lines 4-23). 

With respect to claims 69, 78 and 87. selection of a plurality of program 
statement is received (column 5, lines 4 - 23). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) wliicli fomis tlie basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

Claims 15, 35, 55, 62, 71 and 80, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Baldwin '449 in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,003,042 issued to Melahn 
("Melahn '042"). 

With respect to claims 15, 35, 55, 62, 71 and 80 Baldwin discloses all the 
limitations of claims 5, 25 and 45 supra. However, Baldwin does not explicitly disclose: 
further comprising: accessing the source code files from a control management system 
and the source code files comprises components of an application program. 

Melahn '042 discloses a source control management system. Specifically, 
Melahn '042 discloses: further comprising: accessing the source code files from a 
control management system (Melahn '042: col. 1, lines. 48-63). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art to apply 
the source control as disclosed by Melahn '042 to the impact analysis means of Baldwin 
'449. The motivation to combine is suggested by Melahn '042 which discloses that 
source code, such as that of Baldwin '449, when placed into source control provide for 
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parallel development involving multiple developers (Melahn '042: col. 1 . line. 64 to col. 
2, line. 4). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 9, 29 and 49 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of tlie 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory acfion is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory acfion. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Contact Information 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shahid Al Alam whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4030. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 8:00 A.M.- 4:00 
P.M.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John E. Breene can be reached on (571 ) 272-4107. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Infomfiation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infonnation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Primary Examiner 
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